Texas is among the most rapidly growing states in the United States.
I. INTRODUCTION
According to the post-2000 estimates of the U.S. Bureau of the Census and the Texas State Data Center, Texas is among the most rapidly growing states in the United States. Texas' rate of population growth has exceeded that for the nation in every decade since Texas became a state, and its recent population increases have been particularly large (see Fig. 1 ). Texas population increased from 20,851,820 in 2000 to 24,326,974 in 2008 [1] . This is an increase of 3,475,154 persons between April 1, 2000 and July 1, 2008, leading the nation in numerical increase. During the same time California population increased by 2,885,018 persons. In terms of percent population growth, Texas ranked sixth among the fastest growing states for the period from 2000 to 2008 (with an increase of 16.7 percent (see Fig. 1 and Appendix Table  1 ). During the 1990s and 2000-2005, Texas was the second fastest growing state in numerical terms (behind California) but has been the fastest growing state since 2006. Texas' population also diversified extensively; the proportion of Anglo (non-Hispanic White) population has decreased from crease between 2000 to 2008, 1,888,829 was due to natural increase and 1,586,325 was due to net migration, or in other words, 54.4 percent of the growth was due to natural increase and 45.6 percent was from net migration (see Table  1 ). [2] . During the 1990s Texas' rapid population growth was extensive, but the racial/ethnic diversification of the population was even more substantial. Although Texas' total population increased by 22.8 percent during the 1990s, the Anglo (non-Hispanic white) population increased by During [2000] [2001] [2002] [2003] [2004] [2005] [2006] [2007] [2008] , the Anglo population increased from 11,074,716 to 11,342,864, the Black population increased from 2,421,653 to 2,823,460, the Hispanic population increased from 6,669,666 to 9,116,768, and the Other population increased from 685,785 to 1,043,882. In terms of percent change, the Anglo population increased by 2.4 percent, As a result of these changes, the proportion of the Anglo population decreased from 60.7 percent in 1990 to 53. 
III. COMPOSITION

IV. DISTRIBUTION
Population growth has not been distributed evenly throughout the state. Some parts of the State have grown rapidly, some have grown slowly and others have declined. The following sections examine the patterns of population growth for Council of Governments regions, metropolitan and nonmetropolitan counties, Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), counties, and cities and places in Texas.
VI.A. Population Change in Council of Governments Regions in Texas, 2000-2008
In this section we examine the patterns of population growth in Council of Governments (COG) regions in Texas. There are 24 Council of Governments regions in Texas (see Fig. 2 ). The estimated populations in 2008 for Council of Governments regions were derived by the authors by summing the appropriate county populations [3] . All twenty-four regions experienced population growth during the 1990s. However, 3 regions lost population from 2000 to 2008 (see Table 3 ). During the 1990s, the North Central Texas Region gained the most population (1, 197, 527) , followed by the Houston-Galveston Region (957,308). A similar pattern of change has been observed during [2000] [2001] [2002] [2003] [2004] [2005] [2006] [2007] [2008] Population change results either from natural increase or net migration. If these factors are examined in conjunction with the data on total population change, several important patterns are evident. An examination of the data in Table 3 indicates that 13 Council of Governments regions have experienced net inmigration while 11 have experienced outmigration from 2000 to 2008. The Coastal Bend COG lost the most population due to outmigration (21,235), followed by Rio Grande (14,485), South East Texas (13,958), South Plains (7,780), and West Central Texas 
VI.B. Population Change in Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Texas Counties, 2000-2008
Post-2000 patterns of population change varied significantly by status types, with higher rates of change in metropolitan suburban counties followed by metropolitan central city counties, 34.8 and 14.1 percent, respectively. Nonmetropolitan nonadjacent counties gained the least population. Nonmetropolitan nonadjacent counties grew only by 2.2 percent compared with 16.7 percent for the State and 34.8 percent for the metropolitan suburban counties. As a result, the proportions of people living in metropolitan central city counties has decreased from 67.1 percent in 2000 to 65.7 percent in 2008, the proportions of people living in metropolitan suburban counties has increased from 18.9 in 2000 to 21.9 in 2008, the proportion in nonmetropolitan adjacent counties decreased from 11.1 to 10.0, and nonmetropolitan nonadjacent counties decreased from 2.8 to 2.5 (metropolitan and central city counties are as defined in 2003 by the Office of Management and Budget) [4] .
Metropolitan areas have the greatest population growth in Texas, with the highest rates of net migration in metropolitan suburban counties (1,038,925 persons), followed by the central city counties (512,961 persons). Almost seventy-six percent of the population growth in metropolitan suburban counties was due to net migration while natural increase resulted in only 24 percent of the change. In contrast, the central city counties in metropolitan areas received only 26 percent of their growth from net migration while 74 percent was due to natural increase. In all nonmetropolitan counties, the population change due to natural increase was greater than the net migration. Yet even the nonmetropolitan nonadjacent counties with net outmigration from 2000 to 2008 managed to show growth of 2.2 percent due to natural increase in their population. Again the estimated populations in 2008 for Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Texas were derived by the authors by summing the appropriate county populations [3] .
VI.C. Population Change in Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSA's) in Texas, 2000-2008
The patterns of population change in Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs) are shown in Table 5 In terms of percent population change, the Austin-Round Rock MSA showed the largest gain, with an increase of 31. Finally, the data in Table 5 suggest that for Metropolitan Statistical Areas, as for Council of Governments regions, the fastest growing areas are generally those which have had both extensive natural increase and net inmigration. Natural Increase played an important role in population growth for the following MSA's, for Brownsville-Harlingen 92.1 percent of the growth was due to natural increase, for Laredo 90.4 percent, and more than 100 percent of the growth in El Paso, Corpus Christi, Abilene, San Angelo, Victoria, and Odessa was due to natural increase. Clearly, although many of the State's metropolitan areas have experienced relatively rapid net inmigration, natural increase is still an essential element in the growth of many rapidly growing areas. Some metropolitan areas would have experienced population decline if they did not have extensive natural increase, such as Abilene, Corpus Christi, El Paso, Odessa, San Angelo, and Victoria.
VI.D. Population Change in Counties in Texas, 2000-2008
Given the large number of counties in Texas (254), it is not feasible to describe patterns of population change for individual counties. Here we attempt only to summarize general patterns of population change evident across counties during the 1990s and 2000-2008. Due to space limitations we have provided data for the ten fastest growing and declining counties (see Table 6 ). Data for all counties are available from the Texas State Data Center and the authors. The estimated 2008 population for counties were derived by the authors taking the average of the component method II, ratio-correlation method, and housing unit methods [3] .
The seven most populous counties contained more than 50 percent of Texas' total population in 2008. Harris County remains the most populous county with almost 4.0 million people, accounting for 16.3 percent of Texas' population. Dallas, with 2.4 million people, was the second most populous county, accounting for 9.8 percent of the State's total population. Tarrant was the third largest county with 1.7 million population, or 7.1 percent of the total population. The two hundred least populous counties contained only 13.7 percent of Texas' total population. Reeves County with 18.6 percent, and Glasscock County with a 16.4 percent rate of outmigration. Fig. 4 provides a graphical view of the rates of net migration in counties in Texas. In general, the data in this figure show a relatively dispersed pattern of net inmigration, with counties having higher levels of net inmigration being less geographically concentrated than those with higher levels of total population change (shown in Fig. 3) . 
VI.E. Population Change in Places in Texas, 2000-2008
Population change has also impacted the places and cities of Texas during 2000-2008. Given that there are more than 1,500 places in Texas, estimates for individual places cannot be discussed in detail, therefore general population patterns for Texas cities and places are described here. For convenience, we have provided data for the ten fastest growing and declining cities/places in Table 7 . However, detailed data on population estimates for places can be obtained from the Texas State Data Center or the authors. The estimated 2008 population for cities/places were derived by the authors taking the average of the component method II, ratio-correlation method, and housing unit methods [3] . In examining these data, it is important to note that some places have shown growth or decline through boundary annexation, deannexation or changes in institutional population from 2000 to 2008. It is difficult to accurately measure migration levels for places because it is necessary to estimate births and deaths for small places for which vital statistics data are not available. Migration levels and rates are therefore particularly speculative for small places. Thus, although limited in several ways, the estimates of net migration for places show several important patterns. For example, they suggest that, unlike overall population change, net migration was not simply a function of the size of the place. The city with the highest inmigration was Fort Worth (104, In general however, net migration, like total population growth, was extensive in places in Texas. Towns and cities in Texas have shown population growth due to net migration during the 2000-2008. Natural increase played an important role for population growth for some cities and places as well. Without natural growth some of the cities would have lost population because of net out migration.
V. CONCLUSIONS
The post-2000 patterns are ones which show substantial population growth in the State and in a large majority of Council of Governments regions, Metropolitan Statistical Areas, counties, and places in State. The annual rate of population growth in Texas has slowed down during the 2000-2008 period compared with the 1990-2000, but is still higher than the national rate of growth. One must be very careful to note that patterns of a few years may change quickly. An example of such change is seen in the patterns of the early versus the late 1990s. The patterns of 2000-2008, however, suggest that Texas population is growing at a level that is substantially higher than the rate of growth in the Nation and all but a handful of other states. Texas' population also diversified extensively; the proportion of Anglo population has decreased from 60.7 percent in 1990 to 46.6 percent in 2008. The proportion of Hispanic population has increased from 25.5 percent in 1990 to 37.5 percent in 2008. In 2008, more than fifty three percent of Texans were minority (i.e., Black, Hispanic, and Others).
One may ask, whether such growth will continue in the future. It is impossible to predict future patterns with absolute accuracy, but the fact that such a large part of Texas population growth is due to natural increase (which tends to change relatively slowly) suggests that population growth will likely continue, even if the rate of growth slows from that observed in the past few years. Texas may thus be expected to remain among those states with the largest numerical increase in population and to continue to be among the Nation's growing states in the coming years. 
